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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/19/07 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. On page 8 of remarks, applicant argues that, Lecoutre fails to teach 
or suggest a partial decoding and decompression unit configured to partially decode 
and decompress coded data. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant Lecoutre provides for video 
telephony, which includes a display unit; a partial decoding and decompression unit 
(Fig. 4 element 21, Para. 36) to partially decode and decompress (Fig.4 element 21, 
Para. 36 lines 6/11, see partial decoding and re-encoding) coded data (Fig. 4 element 
S1). 

On page 9 of remarks, applicant argues that, Chen fails to teach or suggest 
reproducing image data identical to image data reproduced by decoding and 
decompressing the coded data that have been subjected to a post-quantization 
processing in accordance with the post-quantization condition. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant, Chen provides for a condition 
setting unit by which a user sets a post- quantization condition (co1.12 lines 30-35, see 
unit 380 which is set by user setting); for reproducing image data the same as image 
data reproduced by decoding and decompressing the coded data after post- 
quantization processing in accordance with the post-quantization condition (Fig.1 see 
converter 110, co1.5 lines 39-47 note when a pre-compressed 4:2:2 P bit stream is 
input, a 4:2:2 to 4:2:0 bit stream converter partially decodes the 4:2:2 bit stream and re- 
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assemble the results to provide a MP bit stream, and more detail process shown in 
Fiq.3, Note element 380 in Fiq. 3 col. 12 lines 30-35 corresponds to a post-quantization 
process, further note a QDC unit 380 may be used to perform the re-quantization of DC 
chroma coefficients if requested by a user setting, and the reason for this is " to avoid 
the need to fully decode the processed bit stream during the format conversion see 
col. 3 lines 23-30 of chen. Further the same reasoning applies for independent claims 17 
and 24. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 10-12, 17-20, 22 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lecoutre (Pub. No. US 2002/0196851 A1) as applied in view of 
Chen et al. (US 6,259,741). 

In regard to claim 1, Lecoutre provides for a display unit (para. 36 last line, see 
video telephony, which includes a display unit); a partial decoding and decompression 
unit (Fig.4 element 21, Para. 36) to partially decode and decompress (Fig.4 element 21, 
Para. 36 lines 6/11, see partial decoding and re-encoding) coded data (Fig. 4 element 
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S1) in accordance with the post-quantization condition set by the user using the 
condition setting unit (Fig.4 element 24, para. 36 lines 6-11). 

Lecoutre does not teach, a condition setting unit by which a user sets a post- 
quantization condition; reproducing image data the same as image data reproduced by 
decoding and decompressing the coded data after post-quantization processing in 
accordance with the post-quantization condition. 

Chen provides for a condition setting unit by which a user sets a post- 
quantization condition (col. 12 lines 30-35, see unit 380 which is set by user setting); 
reproducing image data the same as image data reproduced by decoding and 
decompressing the coded data after post-quantization processing in accordance with 
the post-quantization condition (Fig.1 see converter 110, col. 5 lines 39-47 note when a 
pre-compressed 4:2:2 P bit stream is input, a 4:2:2 to 4:2:0 bit stream converter partially 
decodes the 4:2:2 bit stream and re-assemble the results to provide a MP bit stream, 
therefore efficiencies can be achieved, by representing a 4:2:2 reference picture in a 
4:2:0 format for converting inter coded frames). It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of Chen with the system and 
method of Lecoutre because the system should provide a combined 4:2:2 to 4:2:0 
converter and a normal transcoder to perform 4:2:2 p to Mp transcoding with a format 
conversion. Thus, the system will avoid the need to fully decode the processed bit 
stream during the format conversion (Col.3 lines 23-30 of Chen). 

With regard to claims 2, 18 and 25, see the rejection of claim 1. They recite 
similar limitations as claim 1 . Except for a controller for controlling the decoding unit 
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(Fig.4 element 26, Para's 50 and 73 of Lecoutre). Hence they are similarly analyzed and 
rejected. 

As to claims 3-4, 19-20 and 26-27, see the rejection of claim 1. They recite 
similar limitations as claim 1 . Except for a rewriting or a writing unit to rewrite or write 
header information of the coded data (Para. 67 of Lecoutre, note it is possible to change 
the size of the pictures by specifying it in the header field of said picture). Hence they 
are similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claims 5, 21 and 28, see the rejection of claim 1. They recite similar 
limitations as claim 1 hence they are similarly analyzed and rejected. 

As to claims 6-7, 22 and 29, Lecoutre provides for partial decoding and re- 
encoding of streams, such as for example re-quantization of the encoded data, by a 
user (Para. 36). Lecoutre does not teach for a condition saving unit to save a plurality of 
post-quantization conditions set by the user using the condition setting unit, and a 
condition selector by which the user selects one of the post-quantization conditions 
saved in the condition saving unit. 

Chen provides for a condition saving unit to save a plurality of post- 
quantization conditions set by the user using the condition setting unit (Fig. 7 element 
380 col. 12 lines 30-35 and element 382, col. 13 lines 40-45), and a condition selector by 
which the user selects one of the post-quantization conditions saved in the condition 
saving unit (Fig. 7 element 382, corresponds to newly selected post-quantization 
condition). 
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In regard to claim 10, see the rejection of claim 1. It recited similar limitations 
as claim 1 . Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected (note quantization step or level 
sets the compression rate, which is inherent). 

With regard to claims 11-12, Lecoutre provides for an image modifying unit to 
enlarge, reduce, or scroll an image displayed on the display unit in accordance with an 
instruction of the user; wherein a magnification of the image is displayed on the display 
unit (Para.67, note it is possible to change the size of the picture). 

In regard to claim 17, see the rejection of claim 1. It recited similar limitations 
as claim 1. Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

In regard to claim 24, see the rejection of claim 1. It recited similar limitations as 
claim 1. Except for a computer readable medium (para. 76 of Lecuoutre). Hence it is 
similarly analyzed and rejected. 

3. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lecoutre (Pub. No. US 2002/0196851 A1) as applied in view of Chen et al. (US 
6,259,741), further in view of Hanamura et al. (US 6,587,508). 

Lecoutre as modified by Chen provides for partial decoding and re- 
encoding of streams, such as for example re-quantization of the encoded data, by a 
user (Para. 36) and saving unit to save a plurality of post-quantization conditions set by 
the user using the condition setting unit; and further the post-quantization condition set 
by the user using the condition setting unit, (Fig. 7 element 380 col. 12 lines 30-35 and 
element 382, col. 13 lines 40-45 of Chen). 
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Lecoutre as modified by Chen does not teach for an averaging unit to average 
the post-quantization conditions saved in the condition saving unit. 

Hanamura provides for an averaging unit to average the post-quantization 
conditions saved in the condition saving unit (col. 31 lines 40-45). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of Hanamura 
with the system and method of Lecoutre as modified by Chen because adapting a 
quantization parameter to perform the effective real timely rate control over the second 
coded moving picture sequence signal with low delay (see field of the invention). 

In regard to claim 9, see the rejection of claim 8. It recited similar limitations 
as claim 8. Hence it is similarly analyzed and rejected. 

4. Claims 13-16, 23 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lecoutre (Pub. No. US 2002/0196851 A1) as applied in view of Chen 
et al. (US 6,259,741), further in view of Okada (Pub. No. Us 2002/0154823 A1). 

In regard to claims 13-16, 23 and 30, Lecoutre as modified by Chen 
provides for partial decoding and re-encoding of streams, such as for example re- 
quantization of the encoded data, by a user (Para. 36) and saving unit to save a plurality 
of post-quantization conditions set by the user using the condition setting unit; and 
further the post-quantization condition set by the user using the condition setting unit, 
(Fig. 7 element 380 col. 12 lines 30-35 and element 382, col. 13 lines 40-45 of Chen). 

Lecoutre as modified by Chen does not teach for an imaging unit to photograph 
one of a still image and a moving image; and a communication unit to receive coded 
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data from an external apparatus and transmit to the external apparatus the post- 
quantization condition set by the user using the condition setting unit; wherein the post- 
quantization condition is related to an image quality, and wherein the coded data are 
JPEG 2000 coded data. 

Okada provides, for an imaging unit to photograph one of a still image and a 
moving image (Fig. 7, Para. 61); and a communication unit to receive coded data from 
an external apparatus and transmit to the external apparatus the post-quantization 
condition set by the user using the condition setting unit (Fig. 7 element 224, Para. 60); 
wherein the post-quantization condition is related to an image quality (para. 10), and 
wherein the coded data are JPEG 2000 coded data (para. 18). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the teaching of Okada with 
the system and method of Lecoutre as modified by Chen because a decoding unit 
which decodes a coded image which comprises a digital image extracted from the 
received signal, and a simplifying unit which switches an ensuing part of the decoding 
process on any frame included in the coded image to a simplified process whenever the 
said frame is not completely decoded within a predetermined time ( see para. 0023). 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 
6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Ali Bayat whose telephone number is 571-272-7444. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on 571-272-7778. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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